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INTRODUCTION- 



The Students of Divinity in th^ Roman Catholic College 
of Maynooth are lectured during the last three years of 
their academical education in a course of dogmatical (or 
speculative) and moral Theology. The books used in 
these lectures are Delahogue's Treatises on Dogmatic 
Theology, in 5 volumes, and Bailly's on Moral Theology, 
in 5 volumes. These treatises are distinct and independent 
of each other : and the lectures are so arranged that each 
treatise shall always recur once in a period of three years. 
The titles of the several volumes are contained in the 
following advertisement for 1836, of books published by 
Richard Coyne, Bookseller to the College, 4, Capel- 
street, Dublin. 

THE COURSE READ IN THE R. C. COLLEGE, MATNOOTH, PRINTED 
AND PUBLISHED BY RICHARD COYNE. 

THEOLOOIA DOGMATXCA ET MORALIS AD U8VM R. C COLLEGn 

8. PATRICII, MAYNOOTH. 

Tractatus TTieologia, Autore Lod. JSgid. Delahogue, S, T, P, 

Doctore T^keologia, ffc, 

8, d. 

1. Tract, de Religione. Acoedunt duas Appendices advenus D. 

Gibbon. 1 vol. 12mo, boards - - . - 7 

2. Tract de Ecclesia cum appendidbus de Traditione et Concil. 

Oeneralibus, editio secunda, aucta Vindiciis, adversus opus cui 
titulusy « A Treatise on the Churdi,** &c. 1 toL I2mo, boards 7 

3. Tract, de Trinitate et Incamationei cum appendice de cultu Sanc- 

torum. 1 vol. 12mo. boards - . . .70 

4. Tract de Saoramentis in genere, et de Sacramento Eucharistie. 

1 vol. 12mo. boards - - - . . .70 

5. Tract de PonitentisB Sacramento, cum appendicibus de Purga- 

torio, de Indulgentiis et Censuris. I vol. ]2mo. boards .70 



Traetatut TKacioguB, Auiore Ludovko Baxixy, S. T, P, BaeaL 
TheoUtgia, ffc, quinque Tamia conientu 

Tom. I. De Actibus Humanis, de CoDScientin, de Legibua, de Vir- «. d, 
tutibus et Peccatis - - • - - -70 

Tom. II. De Praeceptis Decalogi et Ecclesifle, de obligationibuB 

ttatuum, et de Beneficiis - - - - -70 

Tom. III. De Simonia, de Censuris et Irregularitatibua, de Jure et 

de Justitia, et de Contractibus. 1 vol. 12mo, boaids - -70 

Tom. IV. De Sacramentu Ordinis et Matrimonii. 1 vol. 12mo, bds. 7 O 

Tom. V. De Sacramentis Baptismi, Confirmationisy et Extreme 

Unctionis, et Gratin. 1 vol. 12mo, boards - • -70 

In the list which the Rev. Dr. Crotty, when President of 
the College, gave to the Commbsioners of Irish Education 
Inquiry, the foregoing treatises are named as those which 
are used by the students, and which they are obliged to 
procure at their own expense. That list will be found in 
the eighth Report of the Commissioners, printed in 1827, 
p. 1 1, and in the Appendix to that report, p. 449. 

Doctor Delahogue, who compiled the first five volumes^ 
was a native of France, and was for many years a Profes- 
sor of theology in Paris, and subsequently in the College 
of Maynooth from 1798 to 1820. The Rev. Louis Bailly 
was also a French ecclesiastic. He was for twenty-five 
years professor of theology at Dijon, and died at Beaune 
in 1808. His " Theologia Dogmatica et Moralis" was 
first printed in 1789. A new edition, adapted to the 
discipline established by the concordat^ was printed at 
Lyons in 1804. A third edition, published at Paris, was 
the subject of a prosecution, which ended in its being 
prohibited in the seminaries during the reign of Napoleon, 
as a work imbued with the principles of Loyola.* 

It is for the purpose of making the pubUc aware of the 
moral principles inculcated on the priests of Ireland, and 
through them on the millions of its Roman Catholic 
population, that the following extracts have been made 

• See « fiiographie Nouvelle det ContemporaiDS.'*— Paris, 1820. Pre- 
vious to the introduction of Bailly's work, in 1815, the Treatises on The- 
ology by Antoine, a Jesuit, were used in Maynooth. 



and translated from these theological treatises. We have 
all a deep interest in knowing the standard of right and 
wrong, by which our neighbours regulate their every-day 
intercourse with us. Unless we are in some degree 
acquainted with it, we cannot feel safe in committing our 
property into their hands. In dealing with Roman Catholic 
tradesmen, and confiding in Roman Catholic servants, it 
is a matter of no small importance to Protestants to know 
whether their consciences are guided by the same simple 
rule of honesty which has been taught to themselves, 
or whether a lax interpretation of the divine law on 
that subject is given to them. The public are therefore 
greatly concerned in ascertaining what moral instructions 
the candidates for the priesthood receive, and are taught 
to impart to the people whose spiritual advisers and 
confessors they are to be. When we recollect, moreover, 
that there are about 3000 unmarried priests in this country, 
we are prompted by a higher motive than mere curiosity 
to inquire what sort of communications they are taught 
to hold with the wives and daughters of persons in every 
rank of life, when hearing their secret confessions. — 
These are the subjects to which the following pages prin- 
cipally relate. They do not touch upon those points of 
faith with respect to which there is a difference between 
Protestants and Roman Catholics, but solely refer to the 
practical morality of conmion life. 

In order that the public may convince themselves that 
these extracts are fairly made, without being garbled or 
misrepresented, references are given to the volume and 
page in which each of them may be found, so that any one 
may readily consult the context from which it is taken. 
And fot* the purpose of showing the fidelity of the trans- 
lation, the original Latin is subjoined in the Appendix ; 
where wiU also be foimd several passages which were 
too grossly indelicate to bear to be translated, and put into 
circulation in English. 
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ROMAN CATHOLIC MORALITY. 



Tn the sacrament of penance it is necessary to make 
confession to a priest of all mortal sins. But it is left to 
the option of a penitent whether he will confess his venial 
dflTences ; according to the Council of Trent, session xiv. 
chap. 5, where it is declared that " venial sins, which do 
hot separate us from the grace of God, and into which we 
Very often fall, although they may with propriety and 
advantage, and without any presumption, be declared in 
confession, as appears from the practice of men of piety, 
yet may be concealed without incurring blarney and may 
be expiated in many other ways." See Treatise on Pe- 
nance — Dogmatic Theology^ voL 6, p. 56. 

It is important to keep this statement in mind while we 
examine some parts of the exposition ^ven of the com- 
mandment, " Thou shalt not steal." The second ques- 
tion discussed under the head of this precept of the deca- 
logue, is — 

<* How great must be the quantity of the thing stolen, in order to con- 
stitute the thefl a mortal sin ?** 

<* Answer : This quantity cannot easily be determined, since nothing has 
heen decided on the point either in natural, divine, or human law. Some are 
of opinion that the quantity necessary for the maintenance of an individual for 
one dai/f in a manner suitable to his station in the world, is sufficient to make 
the theft a mortal sin. Others think that it requires a quantity which, every- 
thing considered, inflicts a grievous injury on our neighbour, and deprives 
him of something particularly useful. A loss, however, which, in respect of 
one, a rich man for instance, is slight — in respect of a poor man may be 
considered heavy. The same quantity in all thefts cannot therefore be 
assigned as constituting the subject matter of a mortal sin. 



<< Hence theologian^ are accustomed to diatinguiah men iilto four ranks 
The first rank consists of the illustrious, who live in splendour. The second 
of those who live on their own estates, but not so splendidly, such as are 
moderately rich. The third of artificers, who support themselves by their 
own labour and handicraft. The fourth, of the poor, who provide for 
themselves by begging. It is generally laid down, and it may be laid down 
as determined, that in order to a thed's being a mortal sin when committed 
on persons of the first rank, fifty or ^ty pence are sufficient. In iixct, this 
appears to be a sufficient sum with reference to all men, even princes ; because 
this sum of money is considerable in itself, and might be of service to princes, 
since it would be sufficient for the pay of several soldiers for one day. With 
respect to persons of the second rank, forty pence are enou^. With respect 
to persons of the third rank, if their trade be a very lucrative one, twenty 
pence ; if less lucrative, ten pence* With respect to persons of the fourth 
rank, [i. e. paupers,] ftmr pence, or even one penny, if they have notiUng 
eke to Uve on, 

** But there is no one who does not perceive that the division mentioned 
above is very inadequate. How great a difierenoe is there among artificers. 
How many live on their own estates who are more straitened than some 
merdiants, to whom a theft of the same sum would be a greater loss than 
to merchants who are rieher than they ? Hence, we do not give the aforesaid 
rule as a thing on which you can rely with certainty ; but it is good, as being 
something to avidie coii/et8or«, taking all circumstances prudently into con- 
ttderation..-itfora/ Theology, voL ii. p. 232 .* Treatise on the Precepts of 
the Decahgme, 

The next question is — ^^ Does a person sin mortally who 
steals trifling sums from one or from several persons, 
which, when put together, make up a considerable sum?** 
This is answered in the affirmative, but a caution is added, 
in which the students are told to observe — 

« That, according to many divines, a somewhat greater quantity is required 
to be stolen in order to constitute a mortal sin, when the small thefts which 
make it up have been committed at different times and on many individuals, 
than if they were all committed at the same time and on the same person. 
The reason is, because the loss having been infficted in different portions, 
the injury, according to the common sense of mankind, is less, and is not 
taken so ilL"--v/&u2. p. 235. 

The subject of restitution is then considered; with 
)respect to which it is laid flown : 

« That any property of considerable value, obtained by means of small 
thefts, ought to be restored as soon as may be, under pain of mortal sin ; 
otherwise considerable property would be unjustly retained, and a great injury, 
which had been unjustly inflicted, would be prolon^d. But every one k 
bouttdv upder pain of of^y venial sin, to make resHtution for a trifling injury 
committed by himself on an individual, or on several persons. Restitution 
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if thift be poMible« ought to bie made to the persons iDJured ; for example, 
b^ givinf( larger measure afterwards in selling, or by diminishing the price. 
£kit if restitution cannot be made qiedfically to each individual, either because 
those mdividuals are ignorantof the thefU or because the doing of this i$ 
more d^fflcuU, or because there is a risk of diagmee^ then the plundered 
property ought to be restored, (either throu^ the priest, or in some other 
way,) to the poor of the injured community, or disposed of in. other good 
works. For this would appear to be agreeable to the wishes of the Injured 
parties.'*_7&i(/. p. 286. 

The seventh question treated of is — 

« Whether wivee commit a mortal sin <^ theft, if, contrary to the reason* 
able wishes of their husbands, they secretly take anything connderabk from 
the property which is wuier the power of their huebande 9** 

It is answered, "that they commit a mortal sin of theft, because they 
greatly injure the just right of the husband. But what quantity ought to be 
accounted considerable in these thefts, cannot easily be determined 1 1 This 
one thing is certain, that a greater quantOg is required in tbefia committed 
by a wife or a son, than in thefts committed by strangers ; because a husband 
or the rather of a femily, is more unwilling that money should be taken by a 
stranger, than by a wife or a son. 

** It is not a theft if a wife secretly abstracts from thdr common property 
as much as is necessary to support an indigent father, or mother, or children 
by a former marriage ; and even, according to some doctors, for a brother 
and sister ; leave, however beine first asked from the husband ; which if he 
shall have withheld, she can and ought to assist them out of her own dowry. 
For it is a natural obligation which a husband cannot obstruct. Nevertheless 
whatever the wife has given away to them, she is bound to account for, and 
reckon as part of her dowry, when she comes to a division of Aie property 
with the heirs.**^/6Ml. p. 238. 

The ninth question considered is — 

•* What is to be thought of servants who pilfer anything from their 
masters ?** 

Answer—" That they sin mortally if they pilfer a considerable quantity, 
venially, if a small quantity. But if they steal money, furniture, or such 
things, the same quantity is required to constitute a mortal sin as if they were 
strangers ; nay, rather tiieir crime is more detestable, as well because they 
violate the trust reposed in them by their roasters, as because their masters are 
often more displeased than if a stranger stole from them. 

" But if servants should plunder anything to eat, they do not always sin, 
that is to say, if it be some food which their masters would readily permit 
them to use, if leave were asked from them. . Or at least they sin more 
venially, and a greater quantity is required to make a mortal srn than with 
respect to strangers, because it would be genen^y less contrary to the wishes 
of a master. They sin mortally, however, if they plunder for the purpose of 
carousing, or in order to sell or give away to others, or if they should make 
u^ of dainties and choice wines, whidi the master wishes to reserve for 
himself, and which are not usually allowed to servants."* — Ibid, />. 239, 240. 
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So then the doctrine taught at Maynooth is this, that 
any person may steal 4s. ll^d. or thereabouts, from a 
nobleman, without l<M3ing the favor of God, or at all 
risking the salvation of his soul, or its being necessary to 
make confession of the theft to a priest. After thus 
injuring his neighbour, his superior, perhaps his benefactor, 
he is not obliged to acknowledge to him the fault he has 
committed, for this would be to incur disffrace. Nor need 
he restore the stolen property to him, or compensate him 
in any way, if ~ there should be a difficulty in doing so 
unknown to him. All that is required, in order to have a 
clear conscience, is to give the amount to the poor^ or 
expend it in some good work. And as to this sort of 
restitution it is but a venial offence after all if it be omitted ! 
And further, it is here gravely taught that a wife may steal, 
actually steal, without the knowledge of her husband, and 
contrary to his known and reasonable wishes, a greater 
quantity of his property than is mentioned in the preceding 
sca,le, without committing more than a mere venial sin. 
And she may steal as much as will support any of her near 
relatives, without being guilty of any sin. . Provided, in^ 
deed, that after her husband's death, if she outlive him, 
she deducts the amount from her jointure, without assigning 
her reasons for this deduction, or making any acknowledg- 
ment of what most people would consider a fraud, but 
what the Maynooth class-book pronounces ^^ is not a 
theft I r 

And finally, a servant may pilfer any common food, in 
order to eat moderately of it. No leave need be asked; 
it may be taken for granted that leave would be given, 
which is quite sufficient. Can we be surprised if servants 
who have such notions instilled into them by the priests 
educated at Maynooth should not turn out to be very 
trustworthy ? On whom ought the greater blame to fall, 
on the teachers or on the taught ? This question, how- 
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ever, carries us back to another, namely, Who have been 
the teachers of the priests themselves ? Who have sanc- 
tioned their receiving such instructions ? The answer is 
evident — ^the President and Professors, and the Roman 
Catholic Prelates, vrho are trustees and visitors of 
the College — Of these, Archbbhbp Murray is one, and 
he was for some time himself the President of Majmooth. 
Archbishop Slattery subsequently filled the same office. 
Archbishop Crolly had been the Professor of Logic, and 
Archbishop M^Hale had been one of the Professors of 
Theology. 

After perusmg the extracts given above, the reader wiH 
probably be surprised, when he is informed, that Dr. 
Anglade, the professor of Moral Theology, who had for 
years been lecturing the students in Bailly's Treatises, 
when asked by the Commissioners of Education Inquiry, 
<< Do you conceive that there is any peculiar character 
that belongs to the views that were taken of moral 
theology by the Jesmts ?" replied, " I think not ; if there 
is any thing which is called lax principles of morality, 
/ am sure Bailly is free from fhemJ* — Appendix to the 8th 
Seportf p. 177. 

The subject to which the attention of the reader is now 
directed is brought before him with much reluctance. 
But it is right that the public should know that a part of the 
instruction given to the priests at Maynooth, relates to the 
questions which are to be asked by them when hearing the 
confessions of the female portion of their flocks. It is only 
fair towards Protestants to make them aware that the 
accomplished, fashionable, and apparently refined members 
of the Roman Catholic Church, whom they are accustomed 
to associate with, are in the habit of hearing and answering 
the most indecent interrogatories put to them by unmarried 
men ; that is to say, if the priests ful/U what they are taught 
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iff their duty* And before Protestants receive at their 
houses any of these popish ecclesiastics, and allow their 
ieunilies to form acquaintance with them, it is only kind 
to warn them that they are a class of persons whose minds 
have been sullied by a systematic instruction in the various 
modes ih which impurity can be committed ; and that they 
have learned at Maynooth to put quelstions without a blush 
to married females, which any man ought to be ashamed 
to ask a woman. 

In the Appendix will be found some extracts from the 
" Treatise on Matrimony,'* which forms part of vol. iv. 
of the Moral Theology. From these the reader who 
understands Latin may satisfy himself of the truth of the 
foregoing statement ; they are not fit to appear in English. 

Hie following passages are taken from the general 
directions given to confessors in the ** Treatise on the 
Decalogue," under the head of the sixth, or according to 
the enumeration of Protestants, the seventh conmiandment« 

In answer to the question, ^^ How ought a confessor 
to conduct himself towards penitents, with reference 
to the subject under consideration?" six directions are 
given ; of diese the second is — 

** Since the confessor acts the part both of a judge and a physician, he 
ought to become acquainted with the diseases and the offences of the penitent* 
in order that he may be able to apply suitable remedies, and impose due 
penan^ ; and lest a sin that is mortal should be accounted venial, or the 
foul Tiper lurking in the deep recesses of the heart should not venture to put 
itself forth to view, he ought therefore sometimes to question the penitents on 
the subject of the 6th [7th] commandment, where he suspects that they are 
not alt(^^(ether pure^ cspedally if they be rude, ignorant, bashfuly agitated." 

The third direction is — 

« A pradent confessor will, as far as is in his power, by kindness of lan- 
guage, increase the confidence of his penitents, will advance from more 
general staiettitots to more particular ; fr&tn the less shameful to those which 
are more so ; nor will he take his commencement fhym the eitemal acts, hot 
from 'the thoughts. Has not the penitent revolved some improper ones in his 
or her mind ? Was this ^one advertently ? What kind of desire was it ? 
Has he or she felt unlawful passions ? But if the penitent shall declare that 
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h«t or she, Iwi not felt them, Um confMMNr oiiriit owallT to Hop tliera, miles 
the penitent be sen ignorant and dull. But uthe penitent ihall answer thai 
be, or the, hai had improper thoinhti or hrreflnilar dMbes, Ae oonfe«or diall 
ask whether any improper actioni followed? But if the pendent Aall nanJMi 
this, the confeiBor shall ask wain, what were dioee aetiont? 

•* If the penitent be a girl, she should be aiked whether she has adorned 
herself in order to please the men ? Whether for this pmpose she has used 
paint, or stript her arms, shoulders, or neck ? Whether she has finequented 
the churches, that she misht shew herwlf hi the festibule or window, so as to 
attract observation? Whether she has spoken, or read, or sung anjthii^ 
immodest? Whether she is not attached to somebody with a more pecnliar 
affection ? Whether she has not permitted him to take some liberty witfa her? 
Whether she has not allowed herself to be kissed ? But if occasion should 
be given for ulterior inquiries, the confessor will fulfil his duty, but very 
prudently and circumspectly .'*— VoL II. p. 228» 229. 

Dr. Delahogub, in his Treatise on Penance, follows 
up this subject, and we learn from him that modesty, if 
brought with her to confession, is a crime that renders a 
woman unworthy of absolution. At page 162, the question 
is discussed, '^ concerning those causes which will excuse 
a person from making an entire or full confession." Six 
different causes are examined : under the last of them 
it is laid down, p. 164 — 

'* That the very great bashfulneas with which a penitent may be suffused 
from the confession of certain sins, and the fear lest he, or she, may saSksr 
greatly in the estimation of his or her confessor, are not sufficient causes to 
excuse a person from making an entire confession ; because, if this would be 
admitted, the command enjoining confession would quite lose its power* 
This modesty is to be overcome : whenever it can be done, another priest 
may be applied to ; but if another cannot be had, and there be a necessity 
for making confession, that confession would be sacrilegious which was cut 
short from a motive so vain,'* 

The following case is put and considered, p. 168— 

<< A woman or a girl, overpowered by such great modesty that she is unable 
to overcome it so as to confess certain nns viva voce, hands to the confessor 
sitting in the tribunal a paper to read, in which they are written down, saying 
with her voice — * I accuse myself as being guilty of all the sins which you 
may read written in this paper.' An author worthy of credit has asserted that 
this is not a fictitious case ; and it may occur again. Many theologians, even 
in this case, pronounce that a confession made in writing is nuUf as they are 
of opinion that this modesty is altogether an earthty thing, (prorsusfaumanum,) 
and, however great it may be, is to be overcome by the penitent, and that 
absolution is to be denied to any one who is unwilling to overcome it. On 
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tbe contrary, otkeri, following Mdchior Cano, a man certainly of acute 
judgment, and of the greatest prudence, think that, taking into account the 
Weakness of the tex, this moderty may be so viyid in some .women, or girls, 
that they cannot be induced to oTeroome it ; and what is more, they obMrre 
that this modesty may at times be excited to this great degree by reason of 
tiie more Tivid perception which they have of the baseness and wickedness of 
their offence. Whence they infer that these persons, who are truly desenring 
of pity, may in this case not be considered guihy at least of a great sin, and 
therefore in such -difficulties it ma^ be allowed them as an indulgenoe to de- 
clare those sins in writing, which it appears to them so grievous, so bufden- 
some, and almost impossible to express viva voce.** 

Now observe how this last resource of female modesty 
is dealt with in the Ditinity School of Ma]mooth : — 

« We are of opinion that everything may be safefy managed bv adopting 
this middle plan; namely, that the confessor should receive the written 
declaration of eins, read it, and afterwards prudently qiuUion the penitent 
concerning them, whose answer in the words yes, or no, should be received 
as a true accusation of herself made viva voce ; as indeed is the case in 
Mmmon confessionsi when the priest questions the penitent whether she has 
committed certain sins. Doubtless it is not to be credited that a woman or 
giri, however modest she may be supposed, would not accede to this condition, 
which the confessor will inake as ea^ as he can by the dexterity of his 
questions. But if the penitent shall reune, after she has been warned of the 
danger to her salvation of confessing in any other manner, it does not appear 
how she can be considered not to be guilty of perverse obstinacy, which 
renders her unworthy of the htneJU of absolution,*' 

Protestants have so little notion of what is told, or 
pught to be told, ip confessing to a priest, that it becon^es 
necessary to inform them that the confessor regulates even 
the intercourse between husband and wife, and is directed 
to make inquiry from the penitents on this subject. The 
following instruction is given, vol. iv. p. 483, Moral 
Theology : — 

« The Parish Priest, either himself in the tribunal of penance, or at least 
by means of some pious matron (and this will sometimes be a more prudent 
plan) ought to instruct married persons, and especially married women, what 
they are to observe in this respect — And since women not unfrequently 
conceal offences with reference to this, in the sacrament of confession, through 
modesty or ignorance, it is expedient sometimes to interrogate them on 
the subject, but cautiouslv, and prudently, not abruptly : for example, it may 
be asked whether there have been any disagreements between her and her 
husband — ^what were the causes of them — what were the effects of them — 
whether she has in consequence — " 
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But no, this indecent question, given as a pattern of pru- 
dence to the young students of M aynooth, to guide them in 
their conununications with married ladies, must be left 
under the veil of Latinity with which it is concealed,* 

Can it be possible that questions such as this are 
actually put to respectable females — ^the wives of our 
Roman Catholic nobility — the gentlewomen whom we 
meet in the circles of cultivated and select society ? Is it 
to be believed that those who appear to be so modest and 
decorous, are thus insulted and outraged by their un- 
married confessors ? They alcme can teU* But do their 
husbands know that such questions are put to their wives ? 
And do they submit to this disgusting system, and approve 
of it? All that the Protestant public can know on the 
subject is, that the Theological Class-Books of Maynooth 
teach the young priests that it is their duty to make these 
inquiries, and give these matrimonial instructions. 



** An propterea marito denegaverit quod ex conjugii legibus ei debetur.' 
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CONCLUSION. 



The Royal College of St. Patrick, Maynooth, derives 
its principal support from an annual grant voted by Parlia- 
ment. Should the members of the legislature, then, be con- 
vinced that the principles exposed in the preceding extracts 
are dangerous to the welfare of society, and injurious to 
the morals of the community, it will be for them to con- 
sider the propriety of demanding an immediate reform 
in that institution, or else of withholding all further 
parliamentary grants in its behalf. It will be for the 
public at large to determine whether it is their duty to 
petition the legislature on this important subject. And if 
Roman Catholic wives, servants, and tradesmen wish it to 
be understood that they do not imbibe from their priests 
such instructions with regard to theft as are discovered in 
the foregoing pages, they will be the first to demand an 
amendment of the class-books in which the clergy al; 
Maynooth have been so long initiated. If Roman 
Catibiolic ladies do not wish it to be suspected that they 
are asked and are in the habit of answering such indelicate 
questions as are given in these class-books, let l^em use 
their influence to have the volumes expurgated in which 
the candidates for holy orders in the Church of Rome re- 
ceive the elementary knowledge of their professional duties. 
And let the public also consider, whether it is fit that an 
Archbishop who has for such a length of time sanctioned 
the inculcation of these immoral, dishonest, and indecent 
principles on his young clergy, should be continued as one 
of the Commissioners of National Education in Ireland. 
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It 18 not foreign to the subject of these pages to remark 
that impurities, still more disgustingly detailed than in the 
Treatises of Bailly and Delahogue, are to be found 
thickly strewn through that " complete body of theology," 
which, in the year 1808, "the Roman Catholic Prelates 
of Ireland unanimoudy agreed was the best book on the 
subject that could be published, as containing the most 
secure guidance for such ecclesiastics as may, by reason of 
the pecuUar circumstances of this country, be deprived of 
the opportunity of referring to public libraries or consulting 
those who may be placed in authority over them,"* Should 
a change of the class-books used in Majmooth be the 
result of this exposure, it is earnestly hoped that Dens' 
Theology will not be substituted in their place, although 
Archbishop Murray has " approved" of a second edition of 
it being printed, and the clergy of Leinster " follow Mr. 
Dens as their author," in their conferences, and the Bishops 
were unanimous in thinking it the " best booh!* of its kind. 
There is a difference of opinion between them and the 
public on this subject, and as the public pay for what is 
taught, their opinion ought to have some weight in 
regulating the studies pursued in that seminary. 

* This statement, which was put forth in Mr. Coyne's advertisement was 
publicly denied by the Editor of the FVeeman*s Journal, in his paper of ilie 
liHh of Oct. 1835, in consequence of which- lifar. Coyne had an interview 
with the EcUtor, and in the paper of the 22nd of October that denial was 
retracted , so that the advertisement states an incontrovertible fact At the 
meetings in Exeter Hall, allusions were made to passages in Dens' Theology, 
which were too indecent to be plainly spoken of before a promiscuous assem- 
bly. So far from the objectionable parts occupying « not quite four pages,*' 
as stated in a pamphlet by the Rev. Edward Stanley, rector of Alderley, the 
whole work is saturated with immorality. 



APPENDIX. 



Tractatut de Penitentim, p, 55, 56. 

Omnia peecaia aduoKa qua hapHMmum tequmUur, aunt materia remoU 
BaeramefOi 'PemUeKtim ; MortaHa quidem, neoesnria; VeimaUa auiemp 
ioAeieM et Ubnu 

Sunt materia Ubera, ut ibidem Cap. 5, deelannt Patres Tridentini, hit 
Terbis : " VeniaHa, quibus a gratia Dei non exdudimur, et in quae frequentiua 
«* tabimur, quanquam recte et utiliter cttraque omnem pnesumptionem ia 
*< Confessione dicuntur, quod piorum bominum usus demonstrat, taeeri tamm 
** eUra cif^Mnn, n^ultisque aliis modia expiari powunt** 

IbitL p. Ida. 

Peoeata Tenialia, ex vi i^eibonim Gbiiati, Qwwetmtqw jpc pomuni EeobMUt 
elarnlu aufajici : aed omn a regno cceiorum non exdudanty Fideles ekmum 
usu non indUgent ut iUiua fiant eondves, ideoque neoaiMria non eit iUorun 
conic Mio. 



Traciaius de Pr€tceptis Decalofu 
De tepHmo et deeimo Deeahgi Prmoepto, p, 282, 23d. 

Quttree 2**. Qu»nam requiratur rd ablatae quantitas^ ut furtum censeatur 
grave? 

R, Quantitatembanc non poase fadle determinari ; cum nee Jure natural!,' 
nee divino, nee bumano quidquid ea de re rtatirtnm sit. Opinantur nonnulli, 
earn ad furtum mortale quantitatem sufficere, quss ad victum unius penonaa 
pro sua conditione per diem necessaria est Alii existimant earn quantitatem 
requiri, quo, spectatis omnibus drcumstantiis, grave Proximo damnum infert, 
eumqun privat notabili utilitate ; damnum autem quod respectu unius, nempe 
divitis, leve est, respectu pauperis grave censeri potest Undo eadem quan- 
titas in omnibus furtis non potest assignari pro materia peccati mortalis. 

Hinc quadruplicem jiominum ordinem distinguere solent TheologL Primus 
ordo est iUustrium, qui splendide vivunt. Secundus est eorum qui vivunt ex 
suis reditibus, sed non ita splendide, quales sunt communes divites. Tertfus 
est Artificum, qui suo labore et opificio se sustentant. Quarttis pauperum, 
qui mendicando sibi provident. Communiter statuitur ac statui potest ad- 
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furtum mortale respectu penonarum primi generis sufficere asses 50^ vei 60. 
Imo sufficere videtur respectu omnium^ etiam Principum; quia hsec pecunitt 
summa in se notabilis est, ipsisque Principibus notabilem utilitatem afferre 
potest, cum ad stipendium multorum Militum per unam diem sufficiat. 
Respectu personarum secundi ordinis sufficiunt asses 40. respectu personarum 
tertii ordinis, si ars sit majoris lucri, asses 20. si minoris asses 10« respectu 
personarum quarti ordinis, asses quatuor, vel etiam unus assis, si nihil aliud 
ad victum babeant. 

Cseterum nemo non videt valde inadsequatum esse prsefatam divitionem ; 
quotum enim inter Artifices discrimen ? Quot sunt qui ex reditibus suit 
multo minus commode vivant quam nonnulli Mercatores, quibusque furtem 
idem plus detriment afferat quam ditioribus Mercatoribus ? Unde prsedictam 
regulam non tradimus ut aliquid in quo pes certo figi possit, bene vero ut 
aliquid quo Confessarii, considerate prudenter omnibus circumstantiis, 
dirigi possint. 

Ihid.p.2S6. 

Ex his colligere est bonum notabile per minuta furta acceptum, sub mor- 
tali restitui debere quam-primum ; alioquin injuste retineretur res notabilis, 
et grave damnum injuste illatum continuaretur. Quisque vero sub veniali 
tantum tenetur restituere damnum leve a se uni privato vel pluribus 
illatum. Restitutio, si hoc possibile sit, fieri debet personis Isesis, v. g. iisdem 
vendendo postea in majori mensura, vel minuendo pretium. Si autem 
restitutio moraliter singulis fieri nequeat, vel quia ignorantur ii singuli, vel 
quia executio difficilior est, vel quia periculum est infamise, tunc bona surrepta 
sive per Parochum sive aliter restitui debent pauperibus Communitatis Isesse, 
vel in alia bona opera diffundi. Hoc enim eorum qui Isesi sunt voluntati 
consentaneum videtur. 

Ibid. p. 237, 238. 

QucBres 7°. An uxored graviter peccant in materia furti, si notabile quid, 
marito rationabiliter invito, de bonis qua sunt sub dominio mariti subtrahant? 

R. Eas comraittere furtum mortale; quia graviter Is^unt jus mariti. 
Qusenam vero quantitas in his furtis gravis dici debeat, facile determinari 
non potest. Hoc unum constat majorem quantitatem requiri in furtis ab uxore 
vel filio factis, quam in furtis extraneorum ; quia plus invitus est maritus 
aut pater familias, si pecunia ablata sit ab extraneo, quam si ab uxore vel filio. 
• ••♦•• 

Furtum non erit, si uxor de bonis communibus occulte accipiat quantum 
necesse est ad suppeditandam sustentationem patri Indigenti, vel matri, vel 
proli ex alio matrimonio susceptce ; imo et secundum aliquos Doctores, fratri 
et sorori, petita tamen prius a marito licentia. Quam si ille tenuent, potest 
et debet iis d« sua dote sucurrere ; est enim obligatio naturalis quam maritus 
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non potest impedire. Quidquid tamen uxor ipsis largita (berit, fenetur fe- 
ferre ad computare in partem dotis, cum ad partitionem dotis cum hieredibuB 
deventura est. 

Ibid, p. 239, 24a 

Qvores 9®. quid sentiendum de Famulis aliquid suis Dominis surripien- 
tibus? 

jR. Eos peccare mortaliter, si quantitatem notabilem surripuerint, leviter 
vero si levem. 

Quod si furentur pecuniam, supellectilem, aut alia similia, eadem quantitas 
ad mortale peccatum requiritur ac si essent extranei ; imo detestabiliuv est 
eorum crimen, turn quia fidem Dominis debitam violstnt, tum quia Domini 
soBpe magis sunt inviti. • • • • 

At vero si Servi surripuerint aliquid ad edendum, aliquando non peccant, 
si nimirum agatur de cibariis quae Domini lubenter concederent, si ab ipsis 
peterentur; vel saltem levins peccant, majorque quantitas ad peccatum 
mortale requiritur quam respecfu extraneorum, quia Domini sunt communiter 
minus inviti. Gravius autem peccarent, si hsec subriperent ad compotationes, 
ad vendendum aliisve donandum ; aut iis uterentur dapibus & vinis exquisitis, 
quae Dominus sibl reservata esse voluit, nee solent Domesticis dimitti. 



De 9exto jf nono Decalogi prcecepto, p. 228, 229. 

Quceres 5°. quomodo Confessarius erga Poenitentes in prsesenti materia 
sese gerere debeat ? • * • • • 

2°. Nibilominus, cum Confessarius sit Judex & Medicus, debet Pomitentis 
plagas & delicta cognoscere, ut remedia congrua possit applicare, & poeniten- 
tiam convenientem imponere, & ne, id quod grave est, pro levi habeatur, 
fcedusve coluber in intimo cordis recessu delitecens foras prodire non ausit. 
Itaque Poanitentes aliquando circa sextum prseceptum interrogare debet, ubi 
nimirum conjicere erit eos non esse omnino castos, praesertim si sint rudes, 
ignari, verecun(U| animo perturbati. 

4°. Prudens Confessarius, quantum poterit, Paenitentium fiduciam ore 
benigno adaugeat, a generalioribus ad specialiora, a minus turpibus ad 
turpiora procedat, nee exordium ducat a factis extemis, sed a cogitationibus ; 
an Poenitens inhonestas non v«>lverit animo? an advertenter? quale fuerit 
istud desiderium ? an motus illicitos non fuerit expertus ? Quod si Pcenitens 
respondent se similia non esse expertum, in eo sistere debet communiter 
Confessarius, nisi Poenitens sit valde ignarus & crassus ingenio. Si autem 
Poenitens declaraverit se cogitationes inhonestas aut desideria illicita expertum 
esse, interrogabit Confessarius an secutae fuerint quaedam actiones inhonestas ? 
Quod si hoc faleatur Pcenitens, rursus interrogabit Confessarius quaenam 
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nut ills actionei ; led nullam actionem indictbit, hob quKret, ▼. |^. u tii 
pollutio, an sit adultertum, ne Poenitentem, pnnertim si juvenissit, peooaihim 
edoceat. 

Si puella sit, interroganda erit an ornaverit se ut placeret hominibus? an 
in bunc finem fuco usa fuerit? an bracbia, an humeros, an pectus denuda- 
▼erit ? an Templa frequentaTerit, ut in limine vel fenestra scse ostenderet 
ut conspiceretur ? an cum aliis quid turpe dixerit, aut legerit, aut cantaverit? 
an non cuipiam teneriori amore adbsereat? an nibil ei circa se ipsam per* 
miserit? an oscula passa non sit? Quod si ulterioribus interrogationibus 
detur locus, ministerium suum implebit Confessarius, sed prudenter admo- 
dum & circumspecte. 



Tractatua de PceniUntid, 

« />« cauais ab integritate eonfessionis excusatUibus" p» 164. 
6°. Maxima qua Poenitens suffunderetur verecundia, ex quorumdam pecca- 
torum confessione, et metus ne apud suum Confessarium de sua existimatione 
multum deperdat, non sunt causie sufficientes quie ab integritate confessionis 
excusent: quippe, si illud admitteretur, prorsus evanesoeret confessionia 
prseceptum. Pudor ille vincendus ; quandoque ut in pr»cedenti quMtione 
notavimus, alius adiri potest Sacerdos, sed si iste haberi nequeat, et sit con- 
fitendi necessitas, sacrilega foret confesno quae ex tarn vano motivo decur- 
taretur. 

Ibid. p. 167, 168, 169. 

Quaritur an valida foret confessio facta per scriptum, quod Sacerdoti in 
Tribunali Poenitentis porrigeret Fidelis, quodque illo prsesente sacerdos oculis 
perlustiaret. • ♦ • • • 

So. Itaque restringitur qusestio ad casum in quo Mulier vel Puella tanta 
suffunderetur verecundia, ad declaranda viva voce quepdam peccata, ut 
illam superare non posset ; quseque cbartam in qua scripta forent Confessario 
sedenti in Tribunali legendam prseberet, viva voce addendo, 3f« ream accuso 
omnium peccatonim qua in hac Charta scripta leges, Casnm bunc fictitium 
non esse asserit Autor fide dignus, et iterum posset occurrere. 

Multi Theologi, etiam in boc casu, nullam declarant confessionem scripto 
factam, quippe opinantur pudorem ilium prorsus humanum, quantuscUmque 
sit, a Poenitente superandum esse, et nolenti denegandam esse absolutionem. 
£ contrario alii, duce Melchiore Cano, viro certe acris. judicii et summse 
prudentiaB ( L. 6, de Poenit. pag. 943,) sentiunt, babita ratione infirmi sextis, 
pudorem istum in quibusdam Mulieribus aut Puellis tam vividum esse posse, 
ut ad eum superandum nequeant induci : quinimo annotant bunc pudorem 
ad talem gradum quandoque evebi posse ex vividiore sensu quo delicti sui 
turpitudinem et malitiam percipiunt ; unde infbrunt personas illas, profentb 
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cmmmittwnit oi^ i^i|tmH; time a f^vi 0elteiii ezcMiari, proindeque in samilibiM 
MigustiiB, eifr indulgeri poese ut scripio ea declnrent peocata, qiue viva voc$ 
exprimere» tain molestum, tarn onerosum, et fere impossibile illis videtur. 

Rem omoem quoad praxim in tuto poni credimus roedi& hdc senlenti& ; m 
ttempe Confessariut declarationem paocatonun acriptofadttm recipiat, legal, 
et poitea prudent^ do illis interroget Poenitenteni) eujua responsio per hsec 
verba, Ita tH vei non, habeatur tanquam vera accusatio viva voce facta, itt 
reipsa est in communibus confesBionibus* cum Sacerdos Pcenitentem de quV- 
busdam peccatis interrogat au ilia commiserit Scilicet credere doq est 
Mulierem aut Pudlam, quantumlibet pudoraUn supponatur, ad banc condi- 
tionem non aooessuram, quam quantum poterit, confessarius interrogationum 
suarum arte emolliet. Si autem Pcenitens renuat, postquam aliter confitendi 
periculum pro sua salute monita fuerit, non videtur illam excusari pove a 
perversa obstinatione, qua eam absolutionis beneficio indignam reddit. 

Tractatus De Matrimonia. 
§ 1. De Matrimonio fine. p. 480. 

Quarea 3°. an licitum mt matrimonio uti propter voluptatem ? 

R, negative. Si enim in usn alimentorum non liceat voluptatem quaerere, 
nee profecto in matrimonio licitum est. Conveniunt Theologi hoc peo- 
catum ex natura sua veniale esse. Ita S. Aug. Lib. de Bono conjug. cap. 
7. exigere dehitum uUra generandi neeeesitatem, culpa venialis est, Ita ex- 
presBe S. Thomas in Supplem. qusest. 49. art. 6. 

Dixi, ex natura sua^ quia per accidens ejusmodi intemperantia lethalis esse 
potest, V. g. P. si immoderafa sit ac noceat valetudini sive exigentis debituifi 
sive reddentis, prout Theologi de guise peccato communiter decent. 2°. Si 
conjux aliam non conjugem intend! t, ut expre^se doc«^ S. Thomas in 4. 
dist 31. q. 2. art. 3. 3°. Si ita frequens tit ut impediat tempera quae 
debentur orationi, ut apertis verbis tradit S. Aug. Lib. de Bono congugali 
cap. 10. 

OhUgatio Servanda Ftdei Conjugalis, p, 482. 

Quaree 1^ ail teneantur coajuges reddere debitum ? 

R, teneri utramque conjugem sub mortali injustitise peocato comparti 
reddere debitum, dum vel expresae vel tadte exigitur, nisi legitima cauia 
denegandi intervenerit. Id constat ex S. Paulo 1 Corinth. 7. 

Dixi autem 1^ utrumpie conjitgem teneri ; in eo enim pares suiH ambo 
eonjuges, at patet ex verbis Apostoli. 

Dixi 2°. eos teneri sub peccato mortaU, quia res est per se gravis, cum 
iinde nascantur rixae, odia, dissensiones, parsque debito fraudata inconiinentia 
pericnlo exponatur : quod letkale est. Hinc Parochus aut per se in Tr»» 
bunali PcenitentiK, aut saltern, et qoidem aliquando prudentius pi» matris 
ministerio, edocere debet ^onsos et pnescrtim sponsas, quid in hac parte 
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obMrvandum tit Gum veto muUeKs ejatmodi peeotia in GoofeMoiie 
sacramentali pne pudore aut ignonmtia non nro retineuit expedk alkpiaiido 
de lis illas interrogare, sed caute et prudenter, mm ez abnipto : ▼• g. inquiri 
potest an disidia fuerint inter earn et conjugen^ qu» eonun oausK, qui 
efiectus, an propterea marito denegaverit quod ez conjugii legibos ei debetur. 

Dixi S**. ditm vtl erpresse vel tacUe exigitur quia nihil referty at & 
Thomas, an petatur verbis vel signis. Unde si conjuz cognosoat alteram 
conjugem tacite petere vel ease in periculo incontinentin> tenetur ilium 
prsBvenire. 

Dixi 4*'. nisi legiiima cau§a denegandi intervenerilt, quia, fatentibus om- 
nibus, obligatio reddendi debitum conjugate ceisare pofM propter nonnullas 
raticnabiles causas modo exponendas. 

Quares 2«. quibusnam de causis a reddendo vel petendo debito. conjugal! 
impediantur conjuges Tel excusentur? — ^p. 483. 

[13 Causes are examined in detail.] 

Qu€Bre8 3". an frequentes abortus a redditione debiti mulierem eximant ? 
—p. 486. • • • • • 

Quctres 4^ an temporibus menstrui fluxus, puerperii, et gravitatis, debitum 
licite peti aut saltem reddi possit ? — p. 487. * * 

Queer es 5°. an justa sit debitum deiegandi causa, quod proles a muliere 
ablactetur ?— p. 489. » • • • • 

Quarea 6^ an fides matrimonialis postulet ut debitum conjugale soli 
conjugi reddatur ?— p. 489. • • • # 

QuiBres 7°. an per solum adulterium peccetur contra obligationem red- 
dendi debitum soli conjugi ? — p. 490. • • • * 



« Obligatio Sacramenti Matrimonii Sanctitatem Observandi," 

Quceres 2'\ an teneantur conjuges certis diebus ab usu matrimonii absti- 
nere ?— p. 502. 

R. 1". adhortandos esse conjuges ut diebus orationi consecratis, diebus, y. 
g. festivis et dominicis, a tali usu temperent, juxta Ulud Apostoli : Nolite 
fraudere invicem, nisi forte ex consensu ad tempus ut vacetis orationi, 

R, 2^ non solum non peccare conjugem qui his diebus debitum reddit, 
imo peccare, si non reddat serio et enixe petenti, ut satis patet ex prselaudatis 
Apostoli verbis, nolite fraudarey &c. Aliunde, debitum denegando, incon- 
tinentiee periculo consortem exponent 

jR. 3". sentire multos Theologos post plures Ecclesise Patres conjugem 
qui diebus festivis, prsesertim solemnioribus, debitum petit, peccare, sed 
venialiter tanium, nbi peccatum ex circumstantiis, v. g. ex contemptu tem- 
poris sacri vel alio perverse fine, mortale fiat. Imo Sylvius docet in 3. p. q. 
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80, art 7. petitionem hisce diebus non esse culpabilem, si causa prolis nee 
uUo fine deordinato fiat. Sed negari non potest quin saltern ilk sit indecens 
et aliquid habeat dierum illorum sanctitati parum congruum. 

Qu€tres S\ an qui matrimonio usus fuerit, ad sacram synazim licite acce- 
dere possit ? 

R. multo decentius esse ut abstineat Si tamen, inquit Sylvius, ** sit 
** justa aliqua causa cur his etiam diebus quibus matrimonio usus est. Com- 

« munionem adeat, ut festi solemnitas, dies devotionis poterit is prsesertim 

•< qui tantum reddidit, ad Eucharistiam accedere absque ulla culpa ; et quan- 
« doque etiam qui petit, si petiit causa prolis. Qui vero venialiter deliquit in 
** petendo, s«pe venialiter peccabit, eodem die communicando, nisi causa 
« aliquas rationabiles indccentiam resarciant." CsBterum, sicut nee diei 
solemnitas, sic nee Communio excusat a redditione debiti, sit dilatio com- 
parti suaderi non potest. 

Quares 4°, quid sentiendum sit de tactibus obsccenis inter conjuges ? 

jR. Sambovius ea de re consultus reposuit P.tactus inhonestos, si exer- 
ceantur cum periculo pollutionis, esse peccata lethalia. 2°. Eos nullatenus 
esse peccata, si absque pollutionis periculo adbibeantur ut necessarii ad usum 
matrimonii, nee pravo fine fiant, quia conjuges tendunt ad aliquid honestunu 
Si tamen perverse rootivo, v. g. propter voluptatem exerceantur, sunt culpss 
veniales, etiamsi ad matrimonium ordinentur. S". Si non adbibeantur in 
ordine ad usum matrimonii, nee adrit pollutionis periculum, sunt culpss 
veniales, juxta eumdem Doctorem, quern sequuntur alii Theologi, qui tamen 
confitentur esse quosdam tactus adeo turpes et infames ut a mortali excusari 
nequeant, sive ad matrimonium referantur, sive non. 



TIER END. 
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